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CITY OF HUNTINGTON BEACH
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

SUBMITTED TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council Members

SUBMITTED BY: Jill Hardy, Council Member, Chair on behalf of Intergovernmental Relations _
Committee Members Councilman Don Hansen and Councilman Keith Bohr /
PREPARED BY: Patricia Dapkus, Department Analyst, SeniorQ{Q/ f
SUBJECT: APPROVE A CITY COUNCIL POSITION ON LEGISLATION PENDING
BEFORE THE FEDERAL, STATE, OR REGIONAL GOVERNMENTS AS

RECOMMENDED BY THE CITY COUNCIL INTERGOVERNMENTAL
RELATIONS COMMITTEE (IRC)

Statemnent of Issue, Funding Source, Recommended Action, Alternative Action{s), Analysis, Environmental Status, Attachment(s)

Statement of Issue: Approval of City Council positions as recommended by the City
Council Intergovernmental Relations Committee (IRC) on legislation or budget issues
pending before a federal, state, or regional government; and approval of the city's federal
funding agenda for this year.

Funding Source: N/A

Recommended Action: Motion to:

1. Authorize letters to our federal legislators asking them to support an appropriation of
funds for the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

2. SUPPORT AB 1295 (Ducheny) Amending the California Coastal Act of 1976 (as
Introduced)

3. Approve the city’s Federal Funding Agenda for this year as follows:

e Water Infrastructure

Gun Range Clean Up

Bluff Top Park

Senior Center (Green Elements)

Continue to support OCTA’s request for funding to widening the 405 Freeway

Alternative Action{s):

» Do not authorize a letter regarding the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

appropriation, and/or
¢ Do not approve support for AB 1295, and/or

e Do not approve the city's 2008 Federal Funding Agenda, and provide direction to staff.
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Analysis:

1. Authorize letters to our federal legislators asking them to support an appropriation of
funds for the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant.

During the 2007 federal legislative session, Congress approved, and the President signed,
the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007. One component of this act was the
Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant, which would provide funds to enable cities
and counties throughout the U.S. to undertake locally-based energy efficiency, conservation,
and production initiatives. The new law authorized $2 billion annually to this block grant to
begin in 2008.

As Congress begins its deliberation on the federal budget, the United States Conference of
Mayors is urging cities to ask their legislators to include funding for this block grant in this
year's federal budget.

This program will enable cities, counties, and states to accelerate their efforts to expand
building and home energy conservations programs, fuel conservation programs, building
retrofits for increased energy efficiency, and alternate energy programs.

With a weakening economy, increasingly burdened by high energy costs, funding for
programs like these will reduce energy use and ease energy price pressures. It will also allow
local leaders to chart a new course of increased energy independence, greater energy
efficiency, and reduced greenhouse gas emissions.

At the urging of the U.S. Conference of Mayors and the encouragement of our federal
lobbyist, a letter of support for funding for the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant
was sent by the Mayor to our legislators. The Intergovernmental Relations Committee is
recommending that a letter be sent on behalf of the entire City Council.

2. SUPPORT AB 1295 (Ducheny) Amending the California Coastal Act of 1976 (as
introduced)

The California Coastal Act of 1976 provides for the planning and regulation of development,
under a coastal development permit process, within the coastal zone, as defined. Existing
law provides that, after certification of a local program, any appealable action on a coastal
development permit or claim of exemption for any development by a local government or port
governing body may be appealed to the California Coastal Commission by an applicant for a
permit, any aggrieved person, or any two members of the commission. This bill would revise
that provision to eliminate an appeal by two members of the California Coastal Commission.

The League of California Cities Coastal Cities Committee brought this bill to our attention.
Planning staff has reviewed it and is recommending support for the following reasons:

« The application and any appeal have already been reviewed through the local
agency's process.
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» The applicant and any interested party affected by the project still retaln their ability
to appeal, and there is no cost associated with filing an appeal. .

e Appeals to the Coastal Commission can be prolonged and cost!y for all those
involved due to the need to hire consultants, carrying costs, travel to meetings, etc.

» Eliminating appeals by only two members of the fifteen member Coastal Commission
should reduce the likelihood that an appeat will be made when there is no local
concern with a project. ‘

The Intergovernmental Relations Committee, on a vote of 2-1, is recommenc“iing‘:that the City
Council support SB 1295.

3. Approve the city’s Federal Funding Agenda for this year as follows:
o Water Infrastructure
Gun Range Clean Up
Bluff Top Park
Senior Center (Green Elements)
Continue to support OCTA'’s request for funding to widening the 405 Freeway

Each year, we ask departments to submit a list of projects for potential funding through our
Washington, D.C. lobbyist. The lobbyist then reviews these projects and provides a
recommendation on those projects that are maost likely o receive funding. The above is a list
of those projects that our lobbyist is recommending we pursue this year. Project information
sheets on these projects are attached.

Strategic Goals:

I-2 - Improve the energy efficiency of city equipment, vehicles, and buildings, and

L-5 - Improve the efficiency of the development review process, and

F-1 - Create long-term financial strategies for funding the backlog of capital projects and
maintenance requirements, and ensuring sufficient reserves to withstand major revenue

fluctuations in order to ensure continuation of city services during economic downturns.

Environmental Status: NA

Attachment{s):

City Clerk’s
Page Number . Description

Request from U. S. Conference of Mayors and letters for Mayor
Cook.

SB 1295 (Ducheny) California Coastal Act of 1976 and comments
from staff and the Coastal Cities Commitiee

F1.3
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3. ] Project information sheet for the Talbert Lake WRDA Reguest

Project information sheet for the Storm Water Infrastructure
WRDA Request

5. | Project information sheet for the Gun Range Clean Up request

Project information sheet for the Blufftop request

7. | Project Information sheet for the Senior Center request

F1.4
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1 X 3 M The Mayor

FROM:  Tom Cochran
-~ Executive Director and CEO

SUBJECT: Funding for Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant Program

DATE:  February 11,2008

We need vour help to secure funding for the new Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block
Grant (EECBG) program. In December, the new energy law authorized $2 billion annually for the
EECBG program. This block grant program is a vital tool 1o help mayors move America towards

. greater energy independence, an improved environment, and reductions in climate emissions,

especially now as the economy weakens and reduces available local revenues for expanding local

efforts.

We need to urge Congress to provide prompt funding (i.e., appropriations) for the program, especially
now as Congress begins its budget and appropriations work. As you work with your Congressional
delegation, please note that a reasonable estimate of annual funding for your city is about $6.00 per

resident, assuming a $2 billion appropriations level. (Under the law, U.S. Department of Energy must
- set the final formula for the program.) '

We have two requests. First, please send a letter to every member of your Congressional delegation —
Senators and Representatives — asking them to support full funding of the EECBG program at the $2
billion level. (Two sample letiers are attached.) Next, please complete the very quick electronic
registration form to help us follow-up with your staff on funding for the block grant program and
related energy/climate issues. To complete this form, please go to - '
www.usmavors.org/blockgrantcontacts.

Please send copies of your letters to Debra DeHaney-Howard ( ddehanev@usmayors.org) or Judy
* Sheahan (jsheahan@usmayors.org). You can also fax copies to (202) 293-2352. A Conference staff

person may be contacting your office as well to follow up on this request. In the meantime, please call
either Debra or Judy at (202) 293-7330.

Conference President Trenton Mayor Douglas H. Palmer. the USCM Leadership and 1 appreciate your
continued help on the priority of climate protection.

Attachments
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SAMPLE LETTER -- TO MEMBERS OF CONGRESS ON APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE

- February , 2008

The Honorable (names of your Senators)
United States Senate
 Washington, DC 20510

Or
The Honorable (name of your Representatives)
United States House of Representatives

Washington, DC 20515

'Dear Senator or Representative

1 am writing to solicit your help to secure full funding of the Energy Efficiency and Conservatlon Block

Grant program, which was enacted in the “Energy Independence and Securlty Act of 20077 [P L.1 ]()-
1401. ‘ :

With a weakening economy increasingly burdened by high energy costs, we believe prompt fundmg
commitments to this program will reduce energy use and ease energy price pressures, as local and state

leaders work to chart a new course of increased energy independence, greater energy efficiency and
" reduced greenhouse gas emissions.

Specifically, this block grant will enable cities and counties throughout the U.S. to undertake many
thousands of locally-based energy efficiency, conservation and production initiatives. The new energy '

law authorizes $2 billion annually in block grant funding, beginning this fiscal year (FY 2008). Therefore,

we urge your support for an appropriation at $2 billion to promptly launch this program to begin securing
the national economic benefits that will occur.

A strong funding commitment to this program will enable cities, counties and states to accelerate their
efforts to expand building and home energy conservation programs, tuel conservation programs

alternative fuels development, building retrofits for increased energy efficiency, planning and zoning
adjustments, and alternative energy programs.

I strongly urge you and your colleagues to support funding commiiments to the Energy Efficiency and
Conservation Block Grant program. If you have any questions, please contact my staff at

or Conference of Mayors’ staff - Debra DeHaney-Howard or J udy Sheahan at
(202)293-7330. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

F1.7
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('onnedlwt Avenue, NW
Suite 300

Washington, 0.C_ 20036
202.331.8500
202.331.1598 fax

From: John Gaine

Re: Weekof February 11 U.S. Conference of Mayors Meetmg
Date: February 13, 2008

This memoraridum represents the topics of discussion at the weekly meetmg of the United States
- Conference of Mayors (USCM).

ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT

" USCM urges mayors to write letters to their delegation in support of the Energy Efficiency and

- Conservation Block Grant program that is part of the Energy Efficiency and Security Act of
2007 (Public Law 110-140), which was signed into law by President Bush on December 19,
2007. - The law authorizes $2 billion annually for local governments (cities over 35,000 and
counties over 200,000) to take measures that decrease energy consumption and greenhouse gas-
emissions at the local level. ‘In order for the program to reccive funding, Congress, through the
Budget Committee must increase the Department of Energy’s budget by $2 billion to allow for
the program to be funded. Once the Budget Committee allocates money for the program, the
Appropnatlons Committee must appropriate money to implement the program. USCM has
authored sign-on letters to both the House and Senate Budget Commitiees urging' support for the

program. \i Nt M
W
Budget Sign-on Letter: htip://usmayors. orJ’?6tthterMeet1nq/re]ease 012508.pdf ( ﬁ%@
. el )

Ry

The House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee’s Subcommittee on Water Resources

and Environment will hold a hearing titled “Revitalization of the Environmental Protection
Agency's Brownfields Program” on February 14 at 2p.m.

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELQPMENT

President Bush’s FY2009 budget was released on February 4. The budget cut funding for the
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) to $2.9 billion from $3.6 billion, eliminated
HOPE VI funding used to renovate public housing, and provides no increase to the Housing
Opportunities for People with AIDS (HOPWA) program ($300 miilion).

Funding formulas were released for the Office of Community Planning and Development’s
(CPD) programs: Community Development Block Grants (CDBG); HOME Investment
Partnerships (HOME), including the American Dream Downpayment Initiative (ADDI);
Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA); and Emergency Shelter Grants (ESG).

The full year allocations can be found at the following  website:
htip/Awww . hud.sov/offices/cpd/about/budeet/budeet(8/index.cfm

As part of the stimulus package, which President Bush is expected to sign later this week, the
conforming loan Iimit will be raised from $417,000 to 125% of the median home prices i an
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area up to $730,000. This means that government sponsored mortgage banks Freddie Mac and

Fannie Mae are allowed to buy larger loans which will add liquidity.to the market and potentially

relieve some of the mortgage crisis. USCM believes that changing the conforming loan Iimit

-adds urgency to the need of Congress to pass a government sponsored entity reform bill, which

would overhaul Freddie Mac and Fannie Mae in other ways. The House passed a reform bill on
May 22, 2007 but the Senate has failed to move any legislation.
Tax LEGISLATION

On August 3, 2007, Representative Hank Johnson (D-GA) 1ntroduced H.R. 3359, which would
prohibit state and local governments from collecting taxes from an individual who has spent less

- than 60 days in a state or locality where taxable work was performed. New York City-calculated

that if enacted, the bill could cost the city $100 million annually. There 1s currently no Senate

compamon to the bill and USCM is not sure whether the bill will gain support in Congress.

F1

‘AVIATION

Included in President Bush’s FY2009 budget request is a $765 million cut to the Alrport :
Improvement Program (AIP). The Administration’s argument is that the cuts will be made up if
Congress passes the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) reauthorization, which calls for an
increase in the passenger facility charge to fund ATP. FAA reauthorization has been stalled for

months as the Senate attempts to work out differences in how to fund the Airport and Airway
Trust Fund.

.9
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3apkus,Pat

From: Charmayne Macon [cmacon@tfgnet.com] -

Sent:  Thursday, January 24, 2008 10:38 AM

To: Dapkus, Pat :

Cc: John Gaine .

- Subject: RE: Energy Bill

Jave staff looking into additional resources for this but the recently paésed Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant

:ECBG) which 1 forwarded you informatiori on earlier this week/ast week will provide for such u ith O gui
*Energy/EPA has been issued yel. : P ¢ althaugh o guidance by Bept

he City stands to get a total of $1.13 million on an annual basis if Congress funds the program in FY09 at the authorized leve! of

2 billion. . The EECBG is authorized at $10 billion for 5 years and set up like CDBG where entitiement communities would get an
nnual funding allotment. ' : _ , , ‘ .

iharmagnc ‘

rom: Dapkus, Pat [maiito:pdapkus@surfcity-hb.org]
jent: Thursday, January 24, 2008 1:13 PM

“0: Charmayne Macon

jubject: Energy Bill

“harmayne, the city is hqping’ to build our senior center as.a green facility. To that end, we are hoping there is something
n the recently passed energy legisiation that might assist with some of the funding. Can you provide assistance in
dentifying areas where we might seek funding?

at Dapkus
(714) 536-5579
(714) 536-5233 (FAX)

F1.10
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February 26, 2008

JJ ﬁ - City of Huntlngton Beach

@ \g P.O.BOX 190 e+ . 2000 MAIN STREET . CALIFORNIA 92648

Debbie Cook
‘Mayor =

Thé Honorable Senator Feinstein

B United States Senate

331 Hart Senate Office Building

" Washington, D.C. 20510

F1.11

Woailahere, NSew Aealand

; Dear'SenatorFein'stein'

| am wntmg 10 solicit your help to secure full fundmg of the Energy Efficiency and Conservatton

Block Grant program, which was enacted in the “Energy Independence and Security Act of
2007” [P.L. 110-140].

Wsth a weakening economy increasingly burdened by high energy costs, we believe prompt
funding commitments to this program will reduce energy use and ease energy price pressures,

as local and state leaders work to chart a new course of increased energy independence,
greater energy efficiency and reduced greenhouse gas emnssnons

Specﬂ'lcally, this block grant will enable cities and counties throughout the US. to undertake
many thousands of locally-based energy efficiency, conservation and production initiatives. The
new-energy law authorizes $2 billion annually in block grant funding, beginning this fiscal year
(FY 2008). Therefore, we urge your support for an appropriation at $2 billion to promptly launch

this program to begin securing the national economic benefits that will occur.

A strong funding commitment to this program will enable cities, counties and states to

accelerate their efforts to expand building and home energy conservation programs, fuel
conservation programs, alternative fuels development, building retrofits for increased energy
efficiency, planning and zoning adjustments, and alternative energy programs.

| strongly urge you and your colieagues to support funding commitments to the Energy

Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant program. If you have any questions, please contact me

at (714) 536-5553 or Conference of Mayors’ staff - Debra DeHaney-Howard or Judy Sheahan at
(202) 293-7330. Thank you for your consideration.

Yours truily,
Moo
rf i
Debbie Cook
. Mayor

Xe:  City Council
tnterim City Administrator, Paul Emery

TELEFHCNE !714) 536-53E:

FAX (714) 536-5233 Anjo. Japan



ﬁ Clty of Huntlngton Beach

\'g(’ P. Q. BOX 190 . * 2000 MAIN STREET . CALIFORNIA 92648

Debbie Cook
‘Mayor

February 26, 2008

The Honorable Senator Boxer
312 N. Spring Street, Suite 1748
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Senator Boxer:

I am writing to solicit your help to secure full fuhding of the Ehergy Efficiency and Conservation

Block Grant program, which was enacted in the “Energy Independence and Secunty Act of
20077 [P L. 1101 40]

With a weakemng economy increasingly burdened by high energy costs, we believe prompt
funding commitments to this program will reduce energy use and ease energy price pressures,

as local and state leaders work to chart a new course of increased energy independen¢e,
greater energy efficiency and reduced greenhouse gas emissions.

Specifically, this block grant will. ehable cities and countiés throughout the U.S. to undertake
many thousands of locally-based energy efficiency, conservation and production initiatives. The
new energy faw authorizes $2 biliion annually in block grant funding, beginning this fiscal year

(FY 2008). Therefore, we urge your support for an appropriation at $2 billion to promptly launch
this program to begin securing the nahonal economic benefits that witl occur.

A strong funding commitment to thls program will enab!e cities couniies and states to
accelerate their efforts to expand building and home energy conservation programs, fuel
conservation programs, alternative fuels development, building retrofits for increased energy
efficiency, planning and zoning adjustments, and alternative energy programs.

{ strongly urge you and your colleagues to support funding commitments to the Energy
Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant program. If you have any questions, please contact me

at (714) 536-5553 or Conference of Mayors’ staff - Debra DeHaney-Howard or Judy Sheahan at
(202) 293-7330. Thank you for your consideration.

Yours truly,

Xc:  City Council '
Interim City Administrator, Paul Emery

F1.12
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City of Huntington Beach
\‘g( F. 0. BOX 190 ~ 2000 MAIN STREET CALIFORNIA 92648

Debbie Cook
Mayor

February 26, 2008

The Honorable Dana Rohrabacher
United States Congress

- -Rayburn Bldg. #2338

Waitahere. New Zealand

Washington, D.C. 20515

-‘Dear Congressman Rohrabacher:

lam wntmg to sol;cnt your help to secure full fundmg of the Energy Efficiency and Conservation

Block Grant program, which was enacted in the “Energy Independence and Security Act of
2007 [P.L. 110-140].

With weakening economy increasingly burdened by high energy costs, we believe prompt
- funding commitments to this program wiil reduce energy use and ease energy price pressures

as local and state leaders work to chart a new course of increased energy independence,
greater energy efficiency and reduced greenhouse gas emissions.

Specificaily, this block grant will enable cities and counties throughout the U.S. to undertake
many thousands of locally-based energy efficiency, conservation and production initiatives. The
new energy law authorizes $2 billion annually in biock grant funding, beginning this fiscal year

(FY 2008). Therefore, we urge your support for an appropriation at $2 billion to promptly launch
this program to begin securing the national economic benefits that wﬂl OCCUr.

A strong funding commitment to this program will enable cities, counties and states to
accelerate their efforts to expand building and home energy conservation programs, fuel

conservation programs, alternative fuels. development, buiiding retrofits for increased energy
efficiency, planning and zoning adjustments, and altematwe energy programs.

I strongly urge you and your colleagues to support funding commitments to the Energy
Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant program. i you have any questions, please contact me

at (714) 536-5353 or Conference of Mayors’ staff - Debra DeHaney-Howard or Judy Sheahan at
(202) 283-7330. Thank you for your consideration.

Yours truly,
Debbie Cook
Mayor

Xc:  City Council
intenim City Administrator, Paul Emery

TELEPHONE {7714) B2€-E55:2

FAX (714) 536-5233 Anie. Japan



F1.14




INTENTIONALLY
LEFT
BLANK



SB 1295 Senate Bill - INTRODUCED Page 1 of 2

BILL NUMBER: SE 1295 INTRODUCED
BILL TEXT

INTRODUCED BY Senator Ducheny
FEBRUARY 19, 20608

An act to amend Section 30625 of the Public Resources Code,
relating to coastal resources.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST

SB 1295, as introduced, Ducheny. California Coastal Act of 1976:
coastal development permit: appeal.

The California Coasgtal Act of 1976 provides for the planning and
regulation of development, under a ccastal development permit
process, within the coastal zone, as defined. Existing law provides
that, after certification of a local program, any appealable action
on a coastal development permit or claim of exemption for any
development by a local government or port governing body may be
appealed to the California Coastal Commission by an applicant for a
permit, any aggrieved person, or any 2 members of the commission.

This bill would revise that provision to eliminate an appeal by 2
members of the California Ceocastal Commission.

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: yes.
State-mandated local program: no.

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DC ENACT AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. Section 30625 of the Public Resources Code is amended
to read:

30625. {a) Except as otherwise specifically provided in
Subditisioh-tal—of~ Section 30602, any appealable action on
a coastal development permit or claim of exemption for any
development by a local government or port governing body may be
appealed to the commission by an applicant ——amy

or an aggrieved person ——or any . bwo-mnembars—aE
he—commdasdon— . The commission wmay approve, modify, or
deny such proposed development, and if no action is taken within the
time limit specified in Sections 30621 and 30622, the decision of the
local government or port governing bedy, as the case may be, shall
become final, unless the time limit in Section 30621 or 30622 is
waived by the applicant.

{b) The commission shall hear an appeal unless it determines the
following:

(1} With respect tc appeals pursuant to —subdivisdon—{o)
af— Section 30602, that no substantial issue exists as to
conformity with Chapter 3 {(commencing with Secticn 30200} .

(2) With respect to appeals to the commission after certification
of a local coastal program, that no substantial issue exists with
respect to the grounds on which an appeal has been filed pursuant to
Section 30603.

{3) With respect to appeals to the commission after certification
of a port mastexr plan, that no substantial issue exists as to
conformity with the certified port master plan.

{c} Decisions of the commission, where applicable, shall guide
local governments or port governhing bodies in their future actions
under this division. F1.15
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Dapkus, Pat

From; Broeren, Mary Beth

Sent: Thursday, February 21, 2008 9:17 AM

To: Dapkus, Pat

Cc: Hess, Scott

Subject: RE: {Coastal Cities] New Coastal Commission Bill Introduced

Definitely support.

From: Dapkus, Pat

Sent: Wednesday, February 20, 2008 5:17 PM

To: Broeren, Mary Beth

Cc: Hess, Scott

Subject: FW: [Coastal Cities] New Coastal Commission Bill Introduced

FYI. Please let me know if we need to take this to Intergovernmental Relations. THANKS!
Pat Dapkus

(714} 536-5579
{714) 536-5233 (FAX)

From: coastalcities-bounces@lists.cacities.org [mailto:coastalcities-bounces@lists.cacities.org] On Behalf Of Mary Creasey
Sent: Wednesday, February 20, 2008 2:33 PM

To: coastalcities@lists.cacities.org

Subject: [Coastal Cities] New Coastal Commission Bill Introduced

Hi Coastal Cities. This bill was introduced yesterday morning by Senator Ducheny (D) (San Diego). We do not know who the
sponsor of the bill is at this time. We’'ll also keep you updated as the bill progresses through the legislative process.

Kyra and Mary

Kyra Emanuels Ross
Legislative Representative
League of California Cities
1400 K Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 658-8252

SENATE BILL No. 1295

Introduced by Senator Ducheny
F1.17
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An act to amend Section 30625 of the Public Resources Code, relating
to coastal resources.

legisiative counsel ' s digest
SB 1295, as introduced, Ducheny. California Coastal Act of 1976:
coastal development permit: appeal.

The California Coastal Act of 1976 provides for the planning and
regulation of development, under a coastal development permit process,
within the coastal zone, as defined. Existing law provides that, after
certification of a local program, any appealable action on a coastal
development permit or claim of exemption for any development by a
local government or port governing body may be appealed to the
California Coastal Commission by an applicant for a permit, any
aggrieved person, or any 2 members of the commission.

This bill would revise that provision to eliminate an appeal by 2
members of the California Coastal Commission.

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: yes.
State-mandated local program: no.

The people of the State of California do enact as follows:
1 SECTION 1. Section 30625 of the Public Resources Code is
2 amended to read:
3 30625. (a) Except as otherwise specifically provided in
4 subdivision (a) of Section 30602, any appealable action on a coastal
5 development permit or claim of exemption for any development
6 by a local government or port governing body may be appealed

F1.18
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1 o the commission by an applicant, any or an aggrieved person,
2 jor any two members of the commission, The commission may
3 lapprove, modify, or deny such proposed development, and if no
4 jaction is taken within the time limit specified in Sections 30621
5  |and 30622, the decision of the local government or port governing
6 |body, as the case may be, shall become final, unless the time limit
7 lin Section 30621 or 30622 is waived by the applicant.
8 |(b) The commission shall hear an appeal unless it determines
9  he following:
10 {(1) With respect to appeals pursuant to subdivision (a) of Section
11 [30602, that no substantial issue exists as to conformity with
12 |Chapter 3 (commencing with Section 30200).
13 (2) With respect to appeals to the commission after certi fication
14 of a local coastal program, that no substantial issue exists with
15 respect to the grounds on which an appeal has been filed pursuant
16 to Section 30603.
17  (3) With respect to appeals to the commission after certi fication
18 of a port master plan, that no substantial issue exists as to
19 conformity with the certified port master plan.
20 (c) Decisions of the commission, where applicable, shail guide
21  local governments or port governing bodies in their future actions
22 under this division.

3/5/2008
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THE
ol FERGUSON
R GROUPwuc

1130 Connecticut Avenuea, NW
Suite 300

Washington, D.C. 20036
202.331.8500

202.331.1598 fax

FY 2009 APPROPRIATIONS PROJECT QUESTIONNAIRE
ALL PROJECTS

This questionnaire was developed by The Ferguson Group to gather background information on
individual projects during the federal appropriations process. Please use this form only for
projects for which you are seeking federal funding for a direct line item in an appropriations bill.
Only answer sections A and B. If you have an EPA, Transit, Federal Highway or Economic
Development project, please fill out the Section that corresponds to that type of project as well.

Please use Microsoft Word to emsure our work is compatible with documents used by
congressional offices. The format of the questionnaire allows you to click on a question and
answer in the appropriate field. You will also be able to “check™ a box by clicking on the box
with the cursor.

A. Backeround Information

1. What is your name, job title, and contact information (including address, email, fax,
and phone)?

Geraldine Lucas; Principal Civil Engineer

2000 Main Street, Huntington Beach CA 92648

Phone 714-375-8494 Fax 374-1573

glucas@surfcity-hb.org
2. What is the name of the project?

Talbert Lake, Huntington Lake and Blackbird Pond Restoration Project
3. Where is the project located?
Huntington Beach Central Park

4. Which Congressional District(s) does this project fall within?

46" (Forty Six) Congressional District

5. Please describe any special characteristics of the site. For example, current and past
uses or historic significance of the site.

www. fergusongroup. us L
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At 190 acres, Huntington Central Park is one of the largest passive park settings in Orange
County, including the Talbert Lake, Huntington Lake, Shipley Nature Center, an equestrian
center, four miles of walking paths, home to the monarch butterfly, habitat for over 300 bird
species, and contains over 12,000 trees. The park provides a quict retreat from the usual city
turmoil and is located approximately 3 miles from the coast. The park is considered a bird
watchers heaven; housing wrens, loons, tanagers, flycatchers, pelicans, egrets, ducks, coots,
falcons, owls, kingfishers, woodpeckers, larks, vireos, sparrows, finches, and more.

The unique site is one of the few such places in west Orange County. With its fresh water
‘and natural vegetation, it is outstanding habitat for wildlife, especially waterfowl and birdlife.
Although the topography of the land has changed some since the turn of the century, the
geography has not.

Shipley Nature Center is an 18 acres nature center consisting of a variety of habitats
frequented by many birds and other native wildlife. A great variety of plant life can be found
there, including many edible varieties. A % mile self-guided trail meanders among forest,
grasslands, and a freshwater marsh. Huntington Lake is 12 acres and has water year round,
however the level substantially decreases during the dry season. Talbert Lake is 16 acres and
has been completely dry during the past several years.

6. Briefly describe the project (4-5 sentences). For example, describe the physical
characteristics of the project, the population to be served, and the purpose of the
project.

The Talbert Lake, Huntington Lake and Blackford Pond Restoration Project will provide multi-

benefits to the region that include protection of the beneficial uses of our coastal waters,

enhancement of park recreation and habitat value, education, groundwater recharge and seawater
intrusion barrier enhancements. The project will protect and improve the quality of the region’s
receiving water bodies; including Huntington Harbour, Anaheim Bay, Talbert Lake, Huntington

Lake, and Blackbird pond. The project will maximize pollutant removal and plant uptake,

provide a highly treated water source to be infiltrated into groundwater basin, and provide a high

quality water source for Central Park lakes, nature center and irrigation.

7. What sets this project apart from other similar projects? How will this project benefit
the community?
The project will provide multi-benefits to the region that include protection of the beneficial
uses of our coastal waters, enhancement of park recreation and habitat value, education,
groundwater recharge and seawater intrusion barrier enhancements.

8. What is the national significance of the project? Why should the Federal Government
be involved in the project?

Huntington Harbour and Anaheim Bay have been designated by the Santa Ana Regional Water

Quality Control Board as 303(d) listed impaired waterbodies due to urban runoff, storm sewers,

and unknown sources. Sampling for the TMDL process in Huntington Harbour and Anaheim

Bay reducing the polluted flow into these water bodies and reducing the number of postings for
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elevated levels of bacteria. This project would reduce urban runoff contamination along the 8.5
miles of Pacific Ocean beaches, as well as the adjacent Bolsa Chica Wetlands. The Bolsa Chica
is an important migratory stop along the Pacific Flyway, providing habitat and nesting area for
several species on the Federal Endangered Species List, including the California least Tern,
Brown Pelican, and Western Snowy Plover. Central Park is in close proximity to the Wetlands,
and provides similar benefits to endangers migratory and local species such as the Belding
Savannah Sparrow and least Bell's Vireo

9. Does the project address an immediate need or is it related to future growth and/ or
development?
Huntington Harbour and Anaheim Bay have been designated as 303(d) listed impaired
waterbodies due to urban runoff, storm sewers, and unknown sources by the Santa Ana Regional
Water Quality Control Board. The ongoing citizen volunteer sampling for the TMDL process in
Huntington Harbour and Anaheim Bay has focused considerable public and political attention on
reducing the polluted flow into these water bodies and reducing the number of postings for
elevated levels of bacteria. This project would help addres this concern.

10. What is the timeline for the project? Specifically, when will the project begin and end?
The project will begin as soon as funding is authorized. Progress has already been made on
several aspects of this project is coordination with the Talbert Lake Diversion Project. The
planning for the Talbert Lake design enhancements and CEQA planning is currently
ongoing. Once the project is funded and authorized, it is anticipated to be completed within
three years.

11. Are there multiple phases to this project? Yes X No [ ]
a. If yes, for which phase are you requesting funds?

This is the final phase, however can be considered a stand alone project.

b. Please describe any future phases of the project.
N/A

12. Is there public and/ or private support of this project? Yes X No [ ]
a. If yes, who are these supporters?
Project partners and supporting organizations include the County of Orange, the
Orange County Sanitation District, Friends of the Shipley Nature Center, Orange County

Coastkeepers, Bolsa Chica Conservancy, Amigos de Bolsa Chica, Orange County Water District
and the City of Seal Beach.
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b. Would these supporters be willing to publicly support the project by writing letters
or passing resolutions? Yes X No

13.' Please provide the names of state or federal agency staff that are familiar with the
project and you believe would advocate for the project.

Mark Adelson, Athar Khan & Dave Woefel at the Santa Ana Regioanl Water Quality
Control Board.

14. Does this project require environmental review? Yes X No [ ]

a. If yes, what level of review is required?

It 1s anticipated based on previous work and experience that a Mitigated Negative
Declaration would be sufficient for the environmental planning process on this project.

b. Have you started environmental review? If yes, describe the review status?

Some of the work required for the environmental planning process associated
with the Talbert Lake portion of the project has been completed, including habitat sarveys,
estimated construction impacts and engineering design.

15. Have you previously discussed this project with any congressional offices?
Yes X No [ |

a. If yes, whom did you contact? Please provide the staff members’ names if possible.
Congressman Dana Rohrabacher and staff. '

F1.24
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B. Financial Information

16. How much fanding is sought for Federal Fiscal Year 2009 (October 1, 2008 —
September 30, 2009)?
$ 2,500,000.00

17. Is this the total amount you will request from the federal government for this project?
Yes X No []

a. If not, what is the total amount you will request from the federal government?

18. Including non-federal funding, what is the total cost of the project?
$ 2,500,000.00

19. Has the preoject ever been included in the President’s budget request?
Yes [ ] No X
a. Is it included in the President’s fiscal year 2009 budget request? Yes [ | No X
20. Has the project received federal funding in the past? Yes [ | No X
a. If yes, how much? Please detail by year. (NOTE: This information is not needed for
projects previously worked on by TFG. Please continue to 20b.)
N/A
b. Has the federal funding from prior years been spent? Yes [ ] No [ |
N/A
¢. If the federal funding has not been spent, when do you expect to spend it?
N/A
21. Has the project received state funding in the past? Yes [ | No X
a. If yes, how much? Please detail by year.
N/A

b. Has the state funding been spent? Yes [ | No [_]

F1.25
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¢. If the state funding has not been spent, when do you expect to spend it?

22. Has the project received funding from private sources? Yes [ | No X
a. If yes, how much and from whom?
N/A
b. Has the private funding been spent? Yes [_| No[ ]

c¢. If the private funding has not been spent, when do you expect to spend it?

23. Are local matching funds available for the project? Yes [ | No [ ]

a. If yes, from what source or sources?
Unknown at this time.

24. Describe any in-kind contributions to your project (architectural work, land, staff
hours, etc.) and an approximate value of these contributions.
In house staff would be working on many aspects of the project including engineering
design, surveying, environmental planning, and construction management.

25. Can the amount requested be spent in Fiscal Year 2009? Yes [ | No X
a. If the entire amount can not be spent, how much can be spent in FY 20097
The project will take an estimated three years to complete. It is estimated that only 25% of

project funds would be spent in the first year.

26. Please include a budget breakdown for the requested funding. (For example, salary
$40,000; computers $30,000)

Project construction costs are estimated to encompass the $2.5 million requested.

F1.26 www. fergusongroup.us
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C. To Be Filled Ont for Projects Funded by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)

27. Is the proposed project eligible for a loan from its state’s Clean Water or Drinking
Water State Revolving Fund? Yes [ | No []

a. If the project is eligible, have you applied for a SRLF loan? Yes [ | No [ ]

b. What priority did the state assign this project as a result of the application?

¢. What size of loan did the state determine the project was eligible to receive?

28. If you do not receive the requested funding, would the cost of the project be funded
through user fees or tax increases? Yes L__l No []

a. On average, how much would each househeld pay in annual user fees if you do not
receive the requested funds?

29. What is the estimated average annual user fee as a percent of the estimated median
annual income of households that will be served by the project if the community
constructs the proposed project without the requested grant funds?

a. With an SRLF loan?

b. With municipal funding at market rates?

30. What is the current market rate for municipal funding?

31. How will the requested funds benefit low or moderate-income communities?

F1.28
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D. To Be Completed for Federal Hishway Administration (FHWA) Projects

32. What, if any, federal-aid highway discretionary programs is the project eligible?

33. Are there any pending issues with the project, such as litigation or environmental
problems? Yes [ ] No []

a. Please provide a brief description of the problem and timing for a resolution.

F1.29
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E. To Be Completed for Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Projects

34. Has the project been discussed with FTA? Yes [ | No [}

a. If yes, please provide the name and contact information of the FTA official
contacted.

35. Is there a public transportation component of this project? Yes [ ]| No [ ]

a. If yes, please explain.

36. Please provide the contact name and phone number for the area transit operator?

37.1s the area’s transit operator involved in the project? Yes [ | No [ ]

38. Has the requested earmark been discussed with the transit operator? Yes [ | No [ |

F1.30
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F. To Be Completed for Economic and Community Development Projects

39. Does the project create jobs? Yes [ | No [ ]

a. Ifyes, please explain,

40. Does this project meet a compelling human need? Yes [ ] No []

a. Ifyes, please explain.

41. Does the project benefit low or moderate-income neighborhoeds? Yes [ | No [ ]

a. Ifyes, please explain.

42. Does the project eliminate physical or economic distress? Yes [ | No [ ]

a. If yes, please explain.

F1.31
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C. To Be Completed for Projects Under the Departments of Labor, Health & Human
Services, and Education

43. Please identify the activity or activities that will be carried out as a part of this project.

44. Please include a break down of the requested funding? (For example, salary $40,000;
computers $3,000, etc.)

F1.32
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H. To Be Completed for Corps of Engineers and Bureau of Reclamation Projects

45. Is this project a new study or construction start?

46. Is this project anthorized? Yes { | No [

a. If yes, what is the authorization?

F1.33
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1130 Connecticut Avenue, NW
Suite 300

Washington, D.C. 20036
202.331.8500

202.331.1598 fax

FY 2009 APPROPRIATIONS PROJECT QUESTIONNAIRE
ALL PROJECTS

This questionnaire was developed by The Ferguson Group to gather background information on
individual projects during the federal appropriations process. Please use this form only for
projects for which you are seeking federal funding for a direct line item in an appropriations bill.
Only answer sections A and B. If you have an EPA, Transit, Federal Highway or Economic
Development project, please fill out the Section that corresponds to that type of project as well.

Please nse Microsoft Word to ensure our work is compatible with documents used by
congressional offices. The format of the questionnaire allows you to click on a question and
answer in the appropriate field. You will also be able to “check” a box by clicking on the box
with the cursor.

A. Background Information

1. What is your name, job title, and contact information (including address, email, fax,
and phone)?
Linda Daily
Project Manager
City of Huntington Beach
2000 Main Street (PO Box 190)
Huntington Beach CA 92648
Phone 714-536-5599
Fax 714-374-1573
ldaily@surfeity-hb.org

2. What is the name of the project?

Storm Water Infrastructure Improvements. Specific projects may include Heil Drainage
Pump Station, Newland Drainage Pump Station and Slater Drainage Pump Station, piping,
channels and associated drainage features

3. Where is the project located?

All projects will be located within the City of Huntington Beach, and generally located
adjacent to City or County of Orange Flood Control Channels,

4. Which Congressional District(s) does this project fall within?

WIWW. f{‘,i‘giﬁ SOUETOUD.US
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46™ (Forty sixth) Congressional District

Please describe any special characteristics of the site. For example, current and past
uses or historic significance of the site. Existing stations may be reconstructed on the
existing sites, or relocated within close proximity to larger sites if available and appropriate.

Briefly describe the project (4-5 sentences). For example, describe the physical
characteristics of the project, the population to be served, and the purpose of the
project.

Fourteen of the existing 15 drainage pump stations were built in 1960s. The facilities are
significantly undersized to meet the demands of the surrounding community. The City
population is approximately 200,000, and much of area is located in FEMA designated Flood
Zones. Proposed projects will expand the station capacities to meet the estimated 100-year
peak discharge. The new facilities may incorporate an adjacent vegetated wetland to filter
dry weather urban runoff instead of routing the runoff to the Orange County Sanitation
District.

What sets this project apart from other similar projects? How will this project benefit
the community? The projects will protect 200,000 residents and hundreds of millions of
dollars in property value. The project will move the City closer to the goal of citywide
protection from the Army Corps of Engineers predicted 100-year storm event. Included in
one project is a proposed innovative vegetated filter that treats urban runoff prior to its flow
into the regional East-Garden Grove Wintersburg Channel (EGGWC). As the EGGWC,
drains to the Huntington Harbour, Anaheim Bay and the Pacific Ocean, the proposed station
will protect the receiving waters from runoff pollutants.

What is the national significance of the project? Why should the Federal Government
be involved in the project? The City of Huntington Beach is home to 200,000 residents
and hosts over 11 million visitors each year. The project will help mitigate flooding hazards
for the population and protect property values in the 28 square mile city. In addition, the
project will bring the City and State of California closer to compliance with flood control
protection goals as determined by FEMA and the Army Corps of Engineers.

Does the project address an immediate need or is it related to future growth and/ or
development? As the city's population has gone from 20,000 in the 1960s when the
existing stations were built, to the current 200,000, the project has an immediate need.

What is the timeline for the project? Specifically, when will the project begin and end?
The Heil Drainage Pump project is currently under design and will be ready upon finalization

of the property acquisition. Construction will take approximately 18 months. The project
can be complete by 2010. Simultaneous projects can be completed prior to 2011.

www. fergusongroup. us
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11. Are there rhultiple phases to this project? Yes [ | No [X

a. If yes, for which phase are you requesting funds?
b. Please describe any futare phases of the project.

12. Is there public and/ or private support of this project? Yes [X] No [ ]
a. If yes, who are these supporters?

The City Council of the City of Huntington Beach has included the Heil Storm Drainage project
in the 2007/08 Capital Improvement Program. General Fund monies were allocated to purchase
the property and design the project. Additional projects will be included in the 2008/09 and
2009/10 CIP.

b. Would these supporters be willing to publicly support the project by writing letters
or passing resolutions? Yes X] No

13. Please provide the names of state or federal agency staff that are familiar with the
project and you believe would advocate for the project.
Congressman Dana Rohrabacher

14. Does this project require environmental review? Yes X No []

a. If yes, what level of review is required?

An environmental assessment would be performed at each location to determine actual
need. An environmental impact report (EIR) is anticipated for each relocation.

b. Have you started environmental review? If yes, describe the review status?
No.

15. Have you previously discussed this project with any congressional offices?

Yes No [ ]

a. If yes, whom did you contact? Please provide the staff members’ names if possible.
Congressman Dana Rohrabacher

F1.37
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B. Financial Information

16. How much funding is songht for Federal Fiscal Year 2009 (October 1, 2008 —
September 30, 2009)?
Eighteen million dollars ($18 million)

17. Is this the total amount you will request from the federal government for this project?

Yes & No D

a. If not, what is the total amount you will request from the federal government?

18. Including non-federal funding, what is the total cost of the project?
Thirty million ($30 million}

19. Has the project ever been included in the President’s budget request?

Yes [ | No []
a. Is it included in the President’s fiscal year 2009 budget request? Yes | | No [ |
20. Has the project received federal funding in the past? Yes [1 Ne [X

a. Ifyes, how much? Please detail by year. (NOTE: This information is not needed for
projects previously worked on by TFG. Please continue to 20b.)

b. Has the federal funding from prior years been spent? Yes [ | No [ ]

¢. [If the federal funding has not been spent, when do you expect to spend it?

21. Has the project received state funding in the past? Yes [l No [X

a. Ifyes, how much? Please detail by year.

F1.38
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" b. Has the state fuﬁdiﬁg been spent? Yes [ | No [ ]

c. I the state funding has not been spent, when do you expect to spend it?

22. Has the project received funding from private sources? Yes [ | No[X

a. If yes, how much and from whom?

b. Has the private funding been spent? Yes [ | No[ ]

c. If the private funding has not been spent, when do you expect to spend it?

23. Are local matching funds available for the project? Yes No [ ]

a. Ifyes, from what source or sources?
City of Huntington Beach General Fund and Infrastructure Fund.

24, Describe any in-kind contributions to your project (architectural work, land, staff
hours, etc.) and an approximate value of these contributions.
Land acquisttion $2.5 to 7 million; Project Engineering $2-3 million ; staff time for project
management $250,000-$400,000; city funded value of construction costs will vary from $1-
6 million

25. Can the amount requested be spent in Fiscal Year 2009? Yes [ | No [X

a. If the entire amount can not be spent, how much can be spent in FY 2009?
Approximately $5 million

26. Please include a budget breakdown for the requested funding. (For example, salary
$40,000; computers $30,000)

Construction (includes construction services and purchase of equipment such as pumps
engines, etc); Heil Drainage Pump Station $4 million; Slater Pump Station $8 million;
Newland Pump Station $7 million; Channel Improvements

C. To Be Filled Out for Projects Funded by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)

2

27. Is the proposed project eligible for a loan from its state’s Clean Water or Drinking
Water State Revolving Fund? Yes (] No []

F1.39

www. fergusongroun. us

PageSof 1l



FERGUSON
iGROUP'LLC

a. If the project is eligible, have you applied for 2 SRLF loan? Yes [ | No [ ]

b. What priority did the state assign this project as a result of the application?

c. What size of loan did the state determine the project was eligible to receive?

28. If you do not receive the requested funding, would the cost of the project be funded

through user fees or tax increases? Yes | | No [ ]

a. On average, how much would each household pay in annual user fees if you do not
receive the requested funds?

29. What is the estimated average annual user fee as a percent of the estimated median

annual income of households that will be served by the project if the community
constructs the proposed project without the requested grant funds?

a. With an SRLF loan?

b. With municipal funding at market rates?

30. What is the current market rate for municipal funding?

31. How will the requested funds benefit low or moderate-income communities?

D. To Be Completed for Federal Highwayv Administration (FHWA) Projects

32. What, if any, federal-aid highway discretionary programs is the project eligible?

F1.40
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33. Are there any pending issues with the project, such as litigation or environmental
problems? Yes [l No []

a. Please provide a brief description of the problem and timing for a resolution.

F1.41
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E. To Be Completed for 'Federgl Transit Administration (FTA) Projects

34. Has the project been discussed with FTA? Yes [ | No [}

a. If yes, please provide the name and contact information of the FTA official
contacted.

35. Is there a public transportation component of this project? Yes [ | No [ |

a. If yes, please explain.
36. Please provide the contact name and phone number for the area transit operater?

37. Is the area’s transit operator involved in the project? Yes (] No [ ]

38. Has the requested earmark been discussed with the transit operator? Yes [ No [

F1. 42
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F. To Be Completed for Economic and Community Development Projects

39, Does the project create jobs? Yes [ | No [ |

a. Ifyes, please explain.

40. Does this project meet a compelling human need? Yes [ | No []

a. [fyes, please explain,

41. Does the project benefit low or moderate-income neighborhoods? Yes | No [ |

a. If yes, please explain.

42. Does the project eliminate physical or economic distress? Yes [ | No [ ]

a. Ifyes, please explain.

F1.43
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G.To Be Coinbleted for Projects Under the Departments of Labor, Health & Human
Services, and Education

43. Please identify the activity or activities that will be carried out as a part of this project.

44. Please include a break down of the requested funding? (For example, salary $40,000;
computers $3,000, etc.)

F1.44 www fergusongroup. us
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H. To Be Completed for Corps of Engineers and Bureau of Reclamation Projects

45. Is this project a new study or construction start?

46. Is this project authorized? Yes [ | No []

a. I yes, what is the authorization?
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Page [l of i1

F1.45



INTENTIONALLY
LEFT
BLANK



F1.46

i

e

Hiieey




INTENTIONALLY
LEFT
BLANK



THE
" FERGUSON
i GROUPuc

1130 Connecticut Avenue, NW
Suzite 300

Washington, D.C. 20036
202.331.8500

202.331.1598 fax

FY 2009 APPROPRIATIONS PROJECT QUESTIONNAIRE
ALL PROJECTS

This questionnaire was developed by The Ferguson Group to gather background information on
individual projects during the federal appropriations process. Please use this form only for
projects for which you are seeking federal funding for a direct line item in an appropriations bill.
Only answer sections A and B. If you have an EPA, Transit, Federal Highway or Economic
Development project, please fill out the Section that corresponds to that type of project as well.

Please use Microsoft Word to ensure our work is compatible with documents used by
congressional offices. The format of the questionnaire allows you to click on a question and
answer in the appropriate field. You will also be able to “check™ a box by clicking on the box
with the cursor.

A. Backeround Information

1. What is your name, job title, and contact information (including address, email, fax,
and phone)?

Jim B. Engle, Director, Community Services
City of Huntington Beach

2000 Main Street

Huntington Beach, CA 92648

Tel: (714) 536-5495

Fax: (714) 374-1654
jengle@surfcity-hb.org

2, What is the name of the project?
Gun Range Clean-Up

3. Where is the project located?
The site has a physical street address of 18191 Gothard Street in Huntington Beach;
California. The site is situated to the southwest of the intersection between Talbert Avenue
and Gothard Street, immediately north of Sully Miller Lake. Regional access to the site is

provided by Interstate 405 (I-405) and Pacific Coast Highway (Highway 1), located
approximately 3 miles north and 2 miles south; respectively
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Which Congressional District(s) does this project fall within?

- 46™ District

Please describe any special characteristics of the site. For example, current and past
uses or historic significance of the site.

The Site was originally part of Huntington Beach Landfill (Landfill), which was owned and
operated by the County of Orange (County). The Landfill was divided into two distinct areas:
33.2-acres of mixed municipal refuse and 18.3 acres of construction demolition material. The
Site was reportedly part of the mixed municipal refuse portion of the Landfill. According to
Kleinfelder, Inc. (1990), the County operated the Landfill as a burning dump from September
1947 through September 1956. After that date, the Landfill operated as a cut and cover
operation. Kleinfelder reports that County records indicate that about 1.1 million cubic yards
of refuse were deposited into the Landfill before its closure in 1962. When the Landfill
closed, the County deeded the property to the City for public park and recreation purposes.

The Huntington Beach Police Officers Association (HBPOA) constructed the current gun
range improvements with a public and private training facility and operated the facility under
a 20-year lease from the City. In 1988, the long-term lease expired, and the gun range lease
was continued on a year-to-year basis.

In the early 1990s, it became evident that the range needed rebuilding. Unstable soil
conditions caused by the decomposing landfill materials were impacting the facility, and the
public side of the facility was closed and partially demolished because of structural stability
concerns. In 1993, the City began discussions with the HBPOA regarding rebuilding the Site.
In 1997, the City terminated the lease due to safety concemns, and the gun range was closed.
Existing improvements on the Site include several buildings, wood posts that serve as
fencing, rubber tires used as target backing, and asphalt areas.

Briefly describe the project (4-5 sentences). For example, describe the physical
characteristics of the project, the population to be served, and the purpose of the
project.

Mitigation of lead contamination from closed gun range facility in Huntington Central
Park.

What sets this project apart from other similar projects? How will this project benefit
the community?

I believe this is the only outdoor public/private gun range in Orange county

www . fergusongroup. us
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8. What is the national significance of the project? Why should the Federal Government
be involved in the project?

This clean-up project is for a gun range that was used by the Unites States Marines, County
Sheriff, and local Police Departments from Orange County. Therefore, the issue of clean-up
goes beyond the responsibility of only Huntington Beach.

9. Does the project address an immediate need or is it related to future growth and/ or
development?

The immediate need for clean-up is to address lead contamination. Ultimately, the area will
be used for a public park area.

10. What is the timeline for the preject? Specifically, when will the project begin and end?
The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and Remedial Action Plan (RAP) are being

prepared now. The project could begin as soon as six month if funding is available. It will
take less than one year to complete the project.

11. Are there multiple phases to this project? Yes [ | No

a. If yes, for which phase are you requesting funds?

b. Please describe any future phases of the project.

12. Is there public and/ or private support of this project? Yes No ]
a. If yes, who are these supporters?
The public and City Council support this project.

b. Would these supporters be willing to publicly support the project by writing letters
or passing resolutions? Yes No []

13. Please provide the names of state or federal agency staff that are familiar with the
project and you believe would advocate for the project.

Ferguson Group: Please respond.

F1.49
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14. Does this project require environmental review? Yes No [ ]

a. If yes, what level of review is required?
EIR is under way.

b. Have you started envirenmental review? If yes, describe the review status?
Environmental assessment has been completed. The EIR is in process.

15. Have you previously discussed this project with any congressional offices?
Yes|{ | No []

a. If yes, whom did you contact? Please provide the staff members’ names if possible.

Ferguson Group: ?
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B. Financial Information

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

How much funding is sought for Federal Fiscal Year 2009 (October 1, 2008 —
September 30, 2009)?

$2,100,000 ($2 miilion, one hundred thousand)

Is this the total amount you will request from the federal government for this project?

Yes No [ ]

a. If not, what is the total amount you will request from the federal government?

Including non-federal funding, what is the total cost of the project?
$2,100,000

Has the project ever been included in the President’s budget request?

Yes [ ] No

a. Is it included in the President’s fiscal year 2009 budget request? Yes [l No 1

Has the project received federal funding in the past? Yes [_] No

a. Ifyes, how much? Please detail by year. (NOTE: This information is not needed for
~ projects previously worked on by TFG. Please continue to 20b.)

b. Has the federal funding from prior years been spent? Yes [ | No [ |

¢. If the federal funding has not been spent, when do you expect to spend it?

Has the project received state funding in the past? Yes [ | No

a. Ifyes, how much? Please detail by year.

F1.51
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b. Has the state funding been spent? Yes [ | No [ ]

c. If the state funding has not been spent, when do you expect to spend it?

22, Has the project received funding from private sources? Yes No [_]

a. If yes, how much and from whom?

The city received $600,000 from the other sheriff and police departments who used it as
part of a legal settlement. That funding was used for the EIR and RAP.

b. Has the private funding been spent? Yes [ | No[ |

¢. If the private funding has not been spent, when do you expect to spend it?

23. Are local matching funds available for the project? Yes No []
a. If yes, from what source or sources?
See #22 response

24. Describe any in-Kind contributions to your project (architectural work, land, staff
hours, etc.) and an approximate value of these contributions.

Public Works engineers and construction management staff will oversee the project.
Estimated value = $100,000.

25. Can the amount requested be spent in Fiscal Year 2009? Yes No []
a. If the entire amount can not be spent, how much can be spent in FY 2009?

26. Please include a budget breakdown for the requested funding. (For example, salary
$40,000; computers $30,000)

The city will hire an appropriate contractor with the necessary certifications to clean-up the
site. This company will receive the $2,100,000.

F1.52
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ToBe F illed Out for Projects Funded by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)

27.

28,

29,

30.

31.

Is the proposed project eligible for a loan from its state’s Clean Water or Drinking
Water State Revolving Fund? Yes [ | No

a. If the project is eligible, have you applied for a SRLF loan? Yes [ | No [ |

b. What priority did the state assign this project as a result of the application?

¢. What size of loan did the state determine the project was eligible to receive?

If you do not receive the requested funding, would the cost of the project be funded
through user fees or tax increases? Yes [l No IE

a. On average, how much would each household pay in annual user fees if you do not
receive the requested funds?

What is the estimated average annual user fee as a percent of the estimated median
annual income of households that will be served by the project if the community
constructs the proposed project without the requested grant funds?

Ferguson Group: ?

a. With an SRLF loan?
b. With municipal funding at market rates?

What is the current market rate for municipal funding?

n/a
How will the requested funds benefit low or moderate-income communities?

The clean-up project will eliminate the contamination from the soil, thereby, making the park
ramp avatilable for development which would benefit all people, including low and moderate
income users.

F1.53
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D. To Be Completed for Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Projects

32. What, if any, federal-aid highway discretionary programs is the project eligible?
n/a

33. Are there any pending issues with the project, such as litigation or environmental
problems? Yes [] No E

a. Please provide a brief description of the problem and timing for a resolution.

EIR and RAP being prepared now, but there are no mitigation or environmental
problems expected. Impact of the clean-up project will eliminate the environmental
contamination.

F1.54
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E. To Be Completed for Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Projects

34. Has the project been discassed with FTA? Yes [ | No

a. If yes, please provide the name and contact information of the FTA official
contacted.

35. Is there a public transportation component of this project? Yes 1 No

a. If yes, please explain.

36. Please provide the contact name and phone number for the area transit operator?

n/a
37. Is the area’s transit operator involved in the project? Yes [ | No

38. Has the requested earmark been discussed with the transit operator? Yes [ | No

F1.55
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F. Tb Bé Completed for Economic and Community Development Projects

39. Does the project create jobs? Yes No []

a. If yes, please explain.

Short-term jobs will be created with the clean-up project and long-term jobs will be
created with the development of the park land to maintain the park property.

40. Does this project meet a compelling human need? Yes No [ ]

a. If yes, please explain.

The compelling human need is to remediate health hazards.

41. Does the project benefit low or moderate-income neighborhoods? Yes No [_]

a. If yes, please explain.
Ultimately, the site will become a park to be used by everyone, including low and

moderate income individuals. The park is in close proximity to the Oak View
neighborhood which consists of mainly low income families.

42. Does the project eliminate physical or economic distress? Yes No [ ]

a. If yes, please explain.

See #40
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G. To Be Completed for Projects Under the Departments of Labor, Health & Human
Services, and Education

43. Please identify the activity or activities that will be carried out as a part of this project.
Ferguson Group ?

44. Please include a break down of the requested funding? (For example, salary $40,000;
computers $3,000, etc.)

Ferguson Group ?

H. To Be Completed for Corps of Engineers and Bureau of Reclamation Projects

45. Is this project a new study or construction start?
n/a
46, Is this project authorized? Yes [ | No

a. If yes, what is the authorization?

F1.357
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1130 Connecticut Avenue, NW
Suite 300

Washington, D.C. 20036
202.331.8500

202.331.15%948 fax

FY 2009 APPROPRIATIONS PROJECT QUESTIONNAIRE
ALL PROJECTS

This questionnaire was developed by The Ferguson Group to gather background information on
individual projects during the federal appropriations process. Please use this form only for
projects for which you are seeking federal funding for a direct line item in an appropriations bill.
Only answer sections A and B. If you have an EPA, Transit, Federal Highway or Economic
Development project, please fill out the Section that corresponds to that type of project as well.

Please use Microsoft Word to ensure our work is compatible with documents used by
congressional offices. The format of the questionnaire allows you to click on a question and
answer in the appropriate field. You will also be able to “check™ a box by clicking on the box
with the cursor.

A. Background Information

1. What is your name, job title, and contact information (including address, email, fax,
and phone)?

Jim B. Engle, Director, Community Services
City of Huntington Beach

2000 Main Street

Huntington Beach, CA 92648

Tel: (714) 536-5495

Fax: (714) 374-1654
jengle@surfcity-hb.org

2. What is the name of the project?
Blufftop Park
3. Where is the project located?

Coast side of Pacific Coast Highway between Main Street and Seapoint Avenue, City of
Huntington Beach, California

4. Which Congressional District(s) does this project fall within?

46" District
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3. Please describe any special characteristics of the site. For example, current and past
uses or historic significance of the site.

The City of Huntington Beach has made significant improvements to the bluff top
area that we operate for the state between the pier and Seapoint Avenue since the
days when it was an oil field. These improvements have totaled in excess of
$4,500,000. There are still improvements that need to be completed to improve
access to the beach as well as replacing stairwells and safety railing along the top of
the bluff that has rusted due to the corrosive nature of the beach environment. There
are also bicycle and pedestrian trail improvements that need to be made to improve
the condition of the trail from a safety and liability perspective.

The city has received two grants totaling $858,000 for this purpose, but there is still a
shortfall of $1,200,000 to complete the project. The results of this project will be
improving the bike path along Blufftop Park adjacent to the beach, safer access down
to the sand, and creation of a safer environment along the edge of the bluff for the
public.

6. Briefly describe the project (4-5 sentences). For example, describe the physical
characteristics of the project, the population to be served, and the purpose of the
project.

Maintain public service road for safety, re-route trails due to erosion and complete park with
infill project.

7. What sets this project apart from other similar projects? How will this project benefit
the community?

Blufftop Park is located adjacent to the beach and runs along the beach providing panoramic
views of the ocean. There is not a similar project in our community or in the vast majority of
other communities. The project provides walkers, bicyclists, and runners a place to exercise
with a unique view of the ocean. It is a respite for people living in the busy urbanized area.
People visit the park from Huntington Beach, Orange County, California and beyond.

8. What is the national significance of the project? Why should the Federal Government
be involved in the project?

This project is nationally significant because it has a regional draw as noted in #7 above.

F1.60
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9. Does the project address an immediate need or is it related to future growth and/ or
development?

There is an immediate need for the project because it will complete the park. It also
addresses re-routing trails that have been impacted by erosion.

10. What is the timeline for the project? Specifically, when will the project begin and end?
Project has already started. We have put in new railing at the bluff’s edge and addressed

some of the infill areas. We need the requested fund so that we can complete the project. If
funds were availabie now, the project would be complete within six months.

Are there multiple phases to this project? Yes No []
a. If yes, for which phase are you requesting funds?
Phase II. —see #10
b. Please describe any future phases of the project.

Project will be completed if these funds are provided.

11. Is there public and/ or private support of this project? Yes No []

a. If yes, who are these supporters?

The community supports the project; as exemplified by the large number of people who
come to the park to use the ocean as well as walk, bike, and run along the length of the
park.

b. Would these supporters be willing to publicly support the project by writing letters
or passing resolutions? Yes I No ]

12. Please provide the names of state or federal agency staff that are familiar with the
project and you believe would advocate for the project.

Ferguson Group: Have you contacted the state or federal people that you know? The project
is approved by the Huntington Beach City Council.

F1.61
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13. Does this project require environmental review? Yes | | No [x]
Master plan and environmental assessment completed years ago for Blufftop Park. This

project is simply “infill”.
a. If yes, what level of review is required?

b. Have you started environmental review? If yes, describe the review status?

14. Have you previously discussed this project with any congressional offices?

Yes %] No []

a. If yes, whom did you contact? Please provide the staff members’ names if possible.

Ferguson Group: ?
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B. Fiﬂanéiai Information

15. How much funding is sought for Federal Fiscal Year 2009 (October 1, 2008 —-
September 30, 2009)?

$2,000,000 ($2 miltion)

16. Is this the total amount you will request from the federal government for this project?

Yes XINo []

a. If not, what is the total amount you will request from the federal government?

17. Including non-federal funding, what is the total cost of the project?
City has spent over $5.3 million on Blufftop Park development

18. Has the project ever been included in the President’s budget request?

Yes [ ] No

a. Is it included in the President’s fiscal year 2009 budget request? Yes [ | No [ ]

19. Has the project received federal funding in the past? Yes [ | No

a. Ifyes, how much? Please detail by year. (NOTE: This information is not needed for
projects previously worked on by TFG. Please continue to 20b.)

b. Has the federal funding from prior years been spent? Yes [ | No [ ]

c. If the federal funding has not been spent, when do you expect to spend it?

20. Has the project received state funding in the past? Yes [ | No

a. Ifyes, how much? Please detail by year.

F1.63
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b. Has the state funding been spent? Yes [ | No [ ]

¢. [If the state funding has not been spent, when do you expect to spend it?

21. Has the project received funding from private sources? Yes [ | No

a. Ifyes, how much and from whom?

b. Has the private funding been spent? Yes [ ] Noll

¢. If the private funding has not been spent, when do you expect to spend it?

22. Are local matching funds available for the project? Yes No [ ]
a. If yes, from what source or sources?
City’s General Fund monies are currently being spent on project.

23. Describe any in-kind contributions to your project (architectural work, land, staff
hours, etc.) and an approximate value of these contributions.

$100,000 in staff time to complete portions of the work on site.

24. Can the amount requested be spent in Fiscal Year 2009? Yes No []

a. If the entire amount can not be spent, how much can be spent in FY 2009?

25. Please include a budget breakdown for the requested funding. (For example, salary
$40,000; computers $30,000)

Entire amount will be spent to hire contractor to provide grading, landscaping, irrigation, etc.

F1.64
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C. To Be Fiﬂed Out for Projects Funded by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)

26. Is the proposed project eligible for a loan from its state’s Clean Water or Drinking
Water State Revolving Fund? Yes [ | No

a. If the project is eligible, have you applied for a SRLF loan? Yes [ | No [ |

b. What priority did the state assign this project as a result of the application?

¢. What size of loan did the state determine the project was eligible to receive?

27. If you do not receive the requested funding, would the cost of the project be funded
through user fees or tax increases? Yes |:| No E

a. On average, how much would each household pay in annual user fees if you do not
receive the requested funds?

28. What is the estimated average annual user fee as a percent of the estimated median
annual income of households that will be served by the project if the community
constructs the proposed project without the requested grant funds?

n/a

a. With an SRLF loan?

b. With municipal funding at market rates?

29. What is the current market rate for municipal funding?

n/a

F1.65
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30. How will the requested funds benefit low or moderate-income communities?

This park is accessible to all income levels of people because it has free access. This is a real
recreation opportunity for low and moderate income individuals and families.

D. To Be Completed for Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Projects

31. What, if any, federal-aid highway discretionary programs is the project eligible?
n/a

32. Are there any pending issues with the project, such as litigation or environmental
problems? Yes [] No

a. Please provide a brief description of the problem and timing for a resolution.

E. To Be Completed for Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Projects

33. Has the project been discussed with FTA? Yes [ | No

a. If yes, please provide the name and contact information of the FTA official
contacted.

34. Is there a public transportation component of this project? Yes [X] wo ]
a. If yes, please explain.

The park 1s approximately 1.5 miles and linear in nature. It connects the existing beach
trails of the state park to the north and the city beach to the south.

33. Please provide the contact name and phone number for the area transit operator?

n/a
36. Is the area’s transit operator involved in the project? Yes {1 No

37. Has the requested earmark been discussed with the transit operator? Yes [ | No

F1. 66
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F. To Be Completed for Economic and Community Development Projects

38. Does the project create jobs? Yes No [ ]

a. If yes, please explain.

The city needs to hire maintenance staff or contract with a maintenance company to work
on the project, thereby, creating jobs.

39. Does this project meet a compelling human need? Yes No []

a. If yes, please explain.

The project creates an area for people to get away from a hectic urban lifestyle to a place
taking a respite from everyday challenges.

40. Does the project benefit low or moderate-income neighborhoods? Yes No [ ]

a. If yes, please explain.

The project is adjacent to a combination of rental units and other homes. The rental units
would serve low and moderate income individuals and families.

41. Does the project eliminate physical or economic distress? Yes No { ]

a. Ifyes, please explain.

See response #40
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G. To Be Completed for .P.roiects Under the Departments of Labor, Health & Human
Services, and Education

42. Please identify the activity or activities that will be carried out as a part of this project.

Ferguson Group: ?

43. Please include a break down of the requested funding? (For example, salary $40,000;
computers $3,000, etc.)

Ferguson Group: ?

H. To Be Completed for Corps of Engineers and Bureaun of Reclamation Projects

44. Is this project a new study or construction start?
n/a
45. Is this project authorized? Yes [ | No

a. If yes, what is the authorization?

F1.68
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1130 Connecticut Avenue, NW
Saite 300

Washington, D.C. 20036
202.331.8300

202.331.1598 fax

FY 2009 APPROPRIATIONS PROJECT QUESTIONNAIRE
ALL PROJECTS

This questionnaire was developed by The Ferguson Group to gather background information on
individual projects during the federal appropriations process. Please use this form only for
projects for which you are seeking federal funding for a direct line item in an appropriations bill.
Only answer sections A and B. If you have an EPA, Transit, Federal Highway or Economic
Development project, please fill out the Section that corresponds to that type of project as well.

Please use Microsoft Word to ensure our work is compatible with documents used by
congressional offices. The format of the questionnaire allows you to click on a question and
answer in the appropriate field. You will also be able to “check” a box by clicking on the box
with the cursor.

A. Backeround Information

1. What is your name, job title, and contact information (including address, email, fax,
and phone)?

Janeen Laudenback, Superintendent, Recreation, Human & Cultural Services
Community Services Department
714-536-5496, jlaudenback(@surfeity-hb.org
2, What is the name of the project?
City of Huntington Beach Senior Center Project

3. Where is the project located?

The Senior Center Project is located in Huntington Central Park, at the southwest corner of
Goldenwest Street and Talbert Avenue.

4. Which Congressional District(s} does this project fall within?

46" District

www fergusongroup.us F1.70
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. Please describe any special characteristics of the site. For example, current and past

uses or historic significance of the site.

There area is currently an open 14 acre undeveloped site within Huntington Central Park, a
356 acre regional park owned and operated by the City of Huntington Beach.

Briefly describe the project (4-5 sentences). For example, describe the physical
characteristics of the project, the population to be served, and the purpose of the
project.

We are currently looking for a senior center of approximately 45,000 square feet to
accommodate the growing senior population in Huntington Beach. The purpose would be to
provide an array of social services and recreation programs important to the quality of life for
the Huntington Beach community. Services include senior meals, transportation, case
management, and recreation activities that promote independence and life-long learning.

What sets this project apart from other similar projects? How will this project benefit
the community?

The City of Huntington Beach has always been a leader in providing social services and
recreation programs for senors in our community. Qur program is set apart from other
municipal programs because in addition to senior recreation programs, it offers social
services such as case management, in addition to an extensive transportation program, and
meals to the home. The current senior center is a dilapidated 14,000 SF 1940’s building
made from three Quonset huts. Studies have concluded that the city needs a 45,000 SF
building to meet the needs of seniors in the community.

What is the national significance of the project? Why should the Federal Government
be involved in the project?

Statistics demonstrate that the projected growth in the senior population is not only a local
trend, but a national trend as well and is referred to as the “Senior Tsunami”. As a society,
we need to be prepared to meet the growing needs of the senior population. Preparing for
this at a local level will enable us to address this issue as a country.

Does the project address an immediate need or is it related to future growth and/ or
development?

In addition to addressing the current need for a larger, more modern facility a new senior
center will enable the the City of Huntington Beach to address the projected dramatic growth
in the senior population. According to the California Department of Finance, U.S. Census
Projections indicate that between 2005 and 2020, Huntington Beach can anticipate a 64%
increase in the 60+ senior population.

www fergusongroup. us

Page 2 of 14



THE
FERGUSON
CROUPuc

10. What is the timeline for the project? Specifically, when will the project begin and end?

The city has completed a needs assessment which studied the size, location and cost of a new
facility. In addition, the Environmental Review has been completed and adopted, as well as
the Conditional Use Permit. Plans and spectifications will be ready and permits issued June
2008. We will begin construction at that time.

11. Are there multiple phases to this project? Yes [ ] No

a. If yes, for which phase are you requesting funds?

b. Please describe any future phases of the project.

12. Is there public and/ or private support of this project? Yes @ No ||
a. If yes, who are these supporters?

The Huntington Beach City Council and Council on Aging are aware of the anticipated
growth in the senior population and understand the need for a more modern, larger facility
in Huntington Beach. City Council dedicated approximately $64,000 of general fund
support to the LPA study to determine size, cost and location of the new center. In addition,
the City of Huntington Beach City Council has earmarked $22 million from the Park Fund
for the Construction Costs. The community voted on and approved placing a senior center
in Huntington Central Park..

b. Would these supporters be willing to publicly support the project by writing letters
or passing resolutions? Yes E No {]

13. Please provide the names of state or federal agency staff that are familiar with the
project and you believe would advocate for the project.

Senator Tom Harman and Karen Roper, Executive Director of the Orange County Office on
Aging. We anticipate support from our other elected state and federal representatives, such
as U.S. Senator Dana Rohrabacher and California Assemblyman John Silva.

14. Does this project require environmental review? Yes @ No {]

a. If yes, what level of review is required?

This project required a full Environmental Impact Report which was approved by
Planning Commuission and City Council.
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b. Have you started environmental review? If yes, describe the review status?
Complete — Please see 14.a response.

15. Have you previously discussed this project with any congressional offices?
Yes[X|No { |

a. If yes, whom did you contact? Please provide the staff members’ names if possible.

We are in the process of confacting state and federal representatives, such as California
Senator Tom Harman, Orange County Assemblyman Jim Silva, State Senator Feinstein, State
Senator Boxer and U.S. Congressman Dana Rohrabacher for their support of this project for
senior citizens. In addition, to the state and federal representatives, we have the support of
the Executive Director of the Orange County Office on Aging, Karen Roper. Senator
Harman and Karen Roper have already expressed support for the project. We anticipate the
other will after they have been contacted.
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B. Financial Information

16. How much funding is sought for Federal Fiscal Year 2009 (October 1, 2008 —
September 30, 2009)?

Total: $1,950,000. $950,000 for furniture, furnishings and equipment; $1,000,000 to create
an environmentally “Green” or LEED certified senior center.

17. Is this the total amount you will request from the federal government for this project?
Yes @ No []

a. If not, what is the total amount you will request from the federal government?

18. Including non-federal funding, what is the total cost of the project?

The projected cost for this project is approximately $23 million dollars. This estimate is not site
specific, and does not talk into account some of the environmental issues such as water quality
and habitat mitigation that are unique to this site, and an important aspect of any LEED certified
or green development.

19. Has the project ever been included in the President’s budget request?
Yes [ | No @

a. Is it included in the President’s fiscal year 2009 budget request? Yes [ | No @
20. Has the project received federal funding in the past? Yes E No [ ]

a. Ifyes, how much? Please detail by year. (NOTE: This information is not needed for
projects previously worked on by TFG. Please continue to 20b.)

This project previously received a HUD Congressional grant for $98,000 dollars for the
initial plans and specifications and environmental review of the project.

b. Has the federal funding from prior years been spent? Yes [ | No @

Once the invoice is received for the Environmental Impact Report, the funding will be
used. The EIR is complete and approved.

¢. If the federal funding has not been spent, when do you expect to spend it?

The City of Huntington Beach will expend this $98,000 grant in 2008.

F1.74
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21. Has the project received state funding in the past? Yes [ | No @

a. If yes, how much? Please detail by year.

b. Has the state funding been spent? Yes ] No ]

¢. If the state funding has not been spent, when do you expect to spend it?

22. Has the project received funding from private sources? Yes No [ ]
a. If yes, how much and from whom?
A developer’s park in lieu fee is being used for construction of the senior center. The City of
Huntington Beach Council on Aging has committed approximately $60,000 to this project,
and has received commitments from several community members for additional funding

once the project moves forward.

b. Has the private funding been spent? Yes [_] No
c. If the private funding has not been spent, when do you expect to spend it?

The City of Huntington Beach expects to spend developer’s fee during the construction
phase. ‘

23. Are local matching funds available for the project? Yes @ No []
a. If yes, from what source or sources?
The $22 million in park in licu fees are city funds. |

24. Describe any in-kind contributions to your project (architectural work, land, staff
hours, etc.) and an approximate value of these contributions.

N/A
25. Can the amount requested be spent in Fiscal Year 2009? Yes No []

a. If the entire amount can not be spent, how much can be spent in FY 2009?

F1.75
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26. Please include a 'l“:vu'dget breakdown for the requested funding. (For example, salary
$40,000; computers $30,000)

Based on the study created by a professional consultant two years ago, we estimate the
furniture, furnishings and equipment to cost $995,000. To create a LEED certified
environmentally “green” building will cost approximately $1 million.

F1.76
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To Be Filled Out for Projects Funded by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)

27.

28.

29.

30.

F1.77

Is the proposed project eligible for a loan from its state’s Clean Water or Drinking
Water State Revolving Fund? Yes [] No []

To be answered by The Ferguson Group
a. If the project is eligible, have you applied for a SRLF loan? Yes (1 Ne [}

b. What priority did the state assign this project as a result of the application?

c. What size of loan did the state determine the project was eligible to receive?

If you do not receive the requested funding, would the cost of the project be funded
through user fees or tax increases? Yes [1 w~No [T

To be determined - unknown at this time.
a. On average, how much would each household pay in annual user fees if you do not

receive the requested funds?

What is the estimated average annual user fee as a percent of the estimated median
annual income of households that will be served by the project if the community
constructs the proposed project without the requested grant funds?

Varies. Many of the programs will be free. Some recreation programs will require fees to
offset instructor costs.

a. With an SRLF loan?

b. With municipal funding at market rates?

What is the current market rate for municipal funding?

Municipal funding is not invoived.

www_ferguscngroup. us
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31. How will the requested funds benefit low or moderate-income communities?

Many of the programs at the senior center are free. The center provides free transportation,
counseling and “meals on wheels” programs to seniors in the community.

Overall, the senior population is on a fixed income. Many would be low or moderate
income. '

- F1.78
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D. To Be Completed for Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Projects

32. What, if any, federal-aid highway discretionary programs is the project eligible?

None.

33. Are there any pending issnes with the project, such as litigation or environmental
problems? Yes @ Ne []

a. Please provide a brief description of the problem and timing for a resolution.

The EIR and CUP have been approved by city’s Planning Commission and City Council.
The EIR includes a condition to create enhanced habitat within the park, but that will be

done, so that is not a problem. To date, there has been no litigation against the project
filed.

F1.79
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E. To Be Completed for Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Projects

34. Has the project been discussed with FTA? Yes [ | No @

a. Ifyes, please provide the name and contact information of the FTA official
contacted.

35. Is there a public transportation component of this project? Yes [ | No @

a. If yes, please explain.

36. Please provide the contact name and phone number for the area transit operator?
N/A.
37. Is the area’s transit operator involved in the project? Yes [ | No E

38. Has the requested earmark been discussed with the transit operator? Yes [ | No

F1.80
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F. To Be Completed for Economic and Community Development Projects

39. Does the project create jobs? Yes X] No []

a. If yes, please explain.

The existing senior center is 14,000 SF. The new center is planned to be 45,000 SF, so
there will be some additional staffing needed for expanded services.

40. Does this project meet a compelling human need? Yes @ No [ ]

a. Ifyes, please explain.

The senior population is growing by 64%. There is a great need to meet the social and
recreational needs of these senior citizens, many of whom are on a fixed income.

41. Does the project benefit low or moderate-income neighborhoods? Yes @ No []

a. Ifyes, please explain.

Many of the seniors comting to the center are on fixed, low and moderate incomes. The
new center will serve the entire city.

42. Does the project eliminate physical or economic distress? Yes @ No [ |
a. Ifyes, please explain.

The center will provide counseling and meal programs to low income seniors.

F1.81
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G. To Be Completed for Projects Under the Departments of Labor, Health & Human
Services, and Education

43. Please identify the activity or activities that will be carried out as a part of this project.

It is expected funds will come through HUD’s economic development initiative. Social
Services (meals, transportation and counseling) will be provided in addition to recreation and
socialization activities for seniors.

44. Please include a break down of the requested funding? (For example, salary $40,000;
computers $3,000, etc.)
> Based on the study created by a professional consultant two years ago, we estimate the

furniture, furnishings and equipment to cost $995,000. To create a LEED certified
environmentally “green” building will cost approximately $1 million.

F1.82
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H. To Be Completed for Corps of Engineers and Burean of Reclamation Projects

45, Is this project a new study or construction start?
N/A

46. Is this project authorized? Yes [ | No [
N/A

a. If yes, what is the authorization?

F1.83
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